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(ii) JTCJcto A gR^R fto? Wt ^ A toe ^cHO>xfT TRH rjrt EtoT ?T 

StdRI^ c^TOK 3 jrf^q^ tot to $ I 319^ 1996 gtoe? ^rf gtot ^ JWT^t *( 

to to ^ toeto to e^grer nee rirt gn toe gto eto rj3f 

% g§e arto gRtotr gn im g^er 

(iii) 4 kH*t11 WT A To TO? 3lto Wt% g> ^TSJ-WT etor toTO ITER (torto) 

*tt e§e atogr £ | 

3 . f*T TOltoe to T&> to totot to eeto ftotot £ fcl? toft to I #M A ERt 1999 A 
^fricr fton nee ntor *t totoe eto to? eto ?jftotoe eeto t w A togg^r toto nra se 
^ e? etor to fton? fton en ^r t aft? ee gne toto 1999 to toe ws ^t to xa^w 1 

4. toftto to <to to$OTRg> etft ftoe en ; tok eee ee gReT ?et % eeto tor to ere to 
erene totoee eto to TOne to toe to toftoe ee to ttor ewer i m to, kito? 2000 to tototto to 
ingoto to wtrj totoee to to 3 FHT mrem toj?t tton i wro totoee to neera to WT to ^Ml 
to awrcrce m tot ItoeR tton eer afk toragner to 24 eto? 2000 tot togge ?jggto to ee tr tot 
tot T\$ 1 

5.1 <T>R<HtIT etg> f^RFCE (tottoRT) to tol^qi gt£e? TO? 1996 IWT^t f' , 3fr? 

^fcj^ ^ ^ JRFft ^tsTT TJcr ^?pR 3PHT ^ I tJRT IRJRRt ^ ^WFq 

^?fRH ^ IFETig ^ ^HTSl URja ^ ?F^R H?^ER <CT4 ^ WR tom ^ wm ^ 3lto 

#T <£t l^rtrr M W ^roTcTT $ I fw* we w to $ ^ #tol ^ apq tto ^ qfcr 

wtwt t ^gr t i towPRT w wtr; ^ ^ f^i 3pft aitow hri aito to? fto 
wrr ^i to ^ $ nf?r wm m ^r w mjr wto to to ^r PfR torrc it w^r t 
togn <jR to etoR cR^t tR Hmig tor i mitoR ^r to ?if fto fto ^ 
f^ alrt wrrit g?r grp % ton rr tr R5T wt i totoi ^ arjfiR iie( #to % 
TRjcto ^r wtri to^Fr ^ tor irwi A toR yg^wn qto A ^ gn jrwi ton «n, to ^ ^ 
*to ^ ^ ^ i 

5.2 gldifcl) to^R RgiRFT cppj ^ tto JRJcto ^ f^Rft 'toll ^WT ^ ?l?ITftI 

A #to etc? mto tcrfto to 3 ^ ^ ^ to ^to <& gm to ^t ifrttci ton t \ 

iRerto to rwt 900/- w to t i fto arRim toM ^ tor cM A 100 ^r aiton 
srtoci tofto tr ^r 10% ^ to gn ^ iRem ton 1 1 

5.3 to sra^R tret to A ntoe to to tone e«n toto eret toe tone iffr ^ 
eto ^ tor ersn to gn tft jRere ton t 1 tot to ^ tot wne e? gsw? ereto to eg^t to 
wme ee rora fton em ^ 1 ■eerme jtrr ^ toroi d'*tt e^oi eto ee tone Iton em ^ rs 
to eee ^ ew>( gn toe ton wr ; to totoe ^ toer A\ eera^ to ee m A\ to 1 1 totoRR 
^ toe <f> sFgm to to eeto ee eTene m toto tor, etoto A tot wne to tor to 
eeieR 2oeeeRftoneeTt; totosto iwe ^ tor tot enne ntor to em gR tor eer Ii 
eto oimm seto ^r gtot gjto ^ eRT-ere eto enee to gto^e g^to ^ ftor torn to ger^ >?[ toe to 
tore <$ toto to gnto eee ttoto 1 

5.4 totot ^ ee^ge jReto to arm mftoRR ere toto to tor ^ rr ^ totoe ^to % 
toto mto e? Itoto gRcf nee etot ^t 3njnttto gR tor eer t 1 totf&e g^fr gt en to ftotoe 
etot totott to gR ^t em tofton ek e? et tofer eee serce ttoto 1 
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6, jJRT dh'l-RT HtTSH IrifRt (c1<?u41) ^ 4«iri ^ 'ddl^I ^ ^ TPlcf & I ^Trit 3?l TJ7I 

pt c’-Whc- ' jts^h rrarft cpr faf^PPH wrfadRR £ srterf^n ^ 4 mn t I ira 4 

RIRT ^ T^Tof HgWri JWl^t 35? fclPtufacI 3R^T 3>T JRdEt fa"3T £ sffa 3fT$t3vRT ^ 

p^^FcR VWti $ 3Rrifa 3lfa RfaT ^534 3) fat? vJ^rw 3^ fatffal 311 3EJ&I fa3T t ; 

3 lk W FT ctfl g^r tv\ 3 RRT 3 Tt 34 W #TT 3 lt 3 ) 4 faf ?fafa 3 RH 3??4 ^ fa 1 ? 3 Rcl 

wra cRj ^t I < ? ri <flfa d <4 TffecT 34 *pft wi Rrfat 3 ufanfacf fatn £ sfR trr4 cFPjfiK 
ST^-SW^t wd ^ dffrici JI^RR tTEFft ^ RpRtHH M 4 M-K1I<4 rluN 3ifa W EFSc? 34 
EUR 4 ^4 33 3Ej4tI fa^T t I Tftfad 34 3? WRl fa? 3ffa ^ 3K 4 c(WI t?31 4fa ?P>T %• 

tr^ 4 Wfat 4 hsrr s*fai 3) fafarjiR ^ fat? 31# ?ff 341 SR^ra wfR 3 f i i 
^ni 4 , g r faiwm <4 wm 4 oqfg frri d w 4 4 W 44 <4 mm 34 ^h %ifa 4 mm 3 *raT m i 

^fWfat 4 ®nw fahf virrar £ fa 31 tp3 rtrifa 34 3?33ei 4fa 3R3> 3 trt 3R3T3 ifafaw 4 fatrRi^ 
44 l 

7 . MRm i wm 3tk ot? fa? m 334 ^ wra fagR-fai# 3traR tr wfa?HR ^ 

JJT^ 37«lfa^T dt 3HI<J??Jcf> RHrfT t cRtfa dtlff) gRT B'SJ 1 ? R? cPTRT "^'41 Tfrftd ^ JRJRPt 

^ 'fnRRf wilvR ^ tfM fagR fan? rt ^ # i 


TRf. WR, CflttTO 
[fa^rn m/TV/143/2(X)1/3TOT. J 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR IT) RTS 
NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 11th Apnl, 2001 

No. TAMP/6/98-CPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts Act 1963 (38 
of 1963), the Tariff Authority for M^or Po/ts hereby disposes of the representation made by the Engineering Export 
Promotion Council (EEPC) about high container handling charges at the Calcutta Port Trust (CPT), as in the Order ap¬ 
pended hereto. 


SCHEDULE 

Case NO. TAMP/6/98-CPT 


Engineering Export Promotion Council (EEPC) ... Applicant 

Vs. 

The Calcutta Port Trust ... Respondent 

■Q R P E R 

(Passed on this day of 28 th March 2001 ) 


This case relates to a representation received from the Engineering Export Promotion 
Council (EEPC) about high container handling charges at the Calcutta Port Trust (CPT). 

2. In Its representation, the EEPC has made the following points: 

(I). The export of Cl castings and iron and steel products already pay a high sea freight, 
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(ii). Frequent hike in port tariffs has rendered these exports uncompetitive in international 
trade through Calcutta Port Trust. The upward revision of charges for containerised 
cargo effected from Oct. 1996 is causing great hardships to the engineering 
exporters from the eastern region using Calcutta Port Trust. 

(id). Apart from a high wharfage charge, terminal handling charges (THC) at the Calcutta 
Port are very high. 

3. A copy of this representation was forwarded to the CPT for its comments. The CPT, 
in March 1999, Informed that the matter had already been taken up by a committee appointed In 
connection with revision and rationalisation of port charges; and, the work would be completed by the 
end of April 1999. 

4. Several reminders were issued to the CPT; and, the Port continued to affirm that its 
proposal for general revision of Its Scale pf Rates would be finalised shortly. Finally, the CPT 
submitted its proposal for general revision of tariffs in September 2000. The representation of the 
EEPC has also been considered alongwith the general revision proposal and taken up in a joint 
hearing held on 24 Nov. 2000 In Kolkata. 

5.1. The existing container handling charges at the Calcutta Dock System (CDS) have 

been in force since October 1996; and, a retrospective review and revision is not possible at such a 

distant date. The cost statement for container handling activity at the CDS, furnished by the CPT 

along with its proposal for general revision of tariffs, shows a revenue surplus position. This clearly 

indicates that this activity is cross-subsidiptfig some other activities of the CDS. A final view on 

complete elimination of cross-subsidisation Is yet to be taken by this Authority. Prima facie, such an 

elimination at one go may have serious repercussions on low value weak commodities Nevertheless, 

* 

the Authority has already decided that cross-subsidisation must at least be contained at the present 
level. In line with this approach, even though the CPT has proposed an Increase In container 
handling charges In Its general revision of tariffs proposal, such an increase has not been allowed. 

5 2 . Although no Increase In the tariffs for the container handling activity is approved, the 

CPT has proposed to reduce the box rates for export of various commodities including Cl goods. The 
reduction proposed is about Rs. 900/- per TEU. In addition, the CPT has also proposed to allow'a 
rebate of 10% on the rates on additional TEUs handled In excess of 1200 TEUs in a financial year. 

5 3 Similarly, the Port has also proposed to introduce volume discounts for various types 

of cargo Including Iron and steel and Cl goods handled as breakbulk. Levy of a separate wharfage on 
heavy lifts at the CDS has been proposed to be abolished. The lifting charges have also been 
proposed to be levied only if port equipment are used; and, the limit has been enhanced to five tones 
at CDS. At the HOC, the heavy lift limit has been increased to 20 tonnes, In terms of the Authority’s 
Order for common adoption by all ports; and, the heavy lift charges for Iron and steel have been 
reduced. The enhancement of the limit for classifying heavy lift alongwith the reduction in heavy lift 
charges will provide substantial relief to iron and steel consignments. 
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5.4. The proposals of the CPT mentioned above have already been approved by this 

Authority earlier today while deciding the case relating to revision of the CPT Scale of Rates. When 
Implemented, the revised Scale of Rates will provide, at least partially, the relief the EEPC Is looking 
for. 

6 . The issues raised by the EEPC about Terminal Handling Charges (THC) are relevant. 
Subject to fulfilment of certain conditions, regulation of the THC comes under the ambit of this 
Authority’s jurisdiction. Recently, the MBPT has proposed to regulate the THC and requested this 
Authority to fix the celling rates for vanous service components covered by the THC; and, the Port will 
enforce such rates while authorising the service providers to render such services within the port 
limits. We have circulated the MBPT model to all the port trusts and requested them to consider 
formulating their proposals for regulation of THC in their ports accordingly. Nearly one year has 
elapsed since such advice was given to the CPT; but, no proposal for regulation of THC at the CPT 
has been received. At the joint hearing, the Chairman of the Authority had personally drawn this 
position to the notice of the Chairman of the CPT. The CPT Is urged to look into this issue 
immediately and forward its proposal to this Authority for consideration. 

7. In the result, and for the reasons given above and based on a collective application of 
mind, this Authority disposes of the representation of the EEPC as superfluous since most of the 
issues raised by it have been dealt with in the context of the general revision of tariffs of the CPT. 


S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
[Advt ni/I V/ 1 43/2001/Exty. ] 
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